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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the application filed 07/02/9 »4. 

2. Claims 1 - 49, have been deleted and claims 50 - 98 have been added and are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 50 - 98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Delo et al. 
6,418,554 Bl and Mishra et al USPN6,389,589 Bl which is being incorporated herein by 
reference as identified in Delo (Col. 6, lines 55 to 65)/ 

Regarding claim 50, Delo anticipates in a network having software implementations 
deployed therein, a method for determining a set of software implementations to deploy to 
a client, comprising: 

maintaining a plurality of group policies of which the client is a member, 
each policy specifying at least one of a plurality of software implementations to 
apply to the client (Delo, FIG. 4, 62, see group policy objects 1 -n); 

maintaining precedence information at a network location indicative of 
precedence relationships between software implementations (Delo, 5: 55 - 65); 

determining from the plurality of group policies at least one of the plurality 
of software implementations to apply to the client (5: 55 - 65); 

selecting a software implementation that is specified for deployment to the 
client as a selected software implementation (Delo, 6: 55 - 65); and 
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determining from the precedence information whether the selected 
software implementation has precedence over at least one other software 
implementation that is also specified for deployment to the client, and if so, 
setting the selected software implementation for deployment and deselecting the 
at least one other software implementation (see Misra, 19: 1 - 5, which is incorporated by 
reference in Delo in 6: 50 - 55, also see MPEP, 2131.01). 

Regarding claim 51, the method of claim 50 wherein setting the selected software 
implementation for deployment comprises setting the selected software implementation for 
install (Delo, FIG. 4, 84a and 84b). 

Regarding claim 52, the method of claim 51 wherein setting the selected software 
implementation for install comprises including the software implementation in a list of software 
implementations to install (Delo, FIG. 4, 86). 

Regarding claim 53, the method of claim 50 further comprising installing the selected 
software implementation (Delo, FIG. 10. 1004). 

Regarding claim 54, the method of claim 50 further comprising advertising the selected 
software implementation as available to the user for execution on a computer system prior to 
actual installation of the software implementation on the computer system (Delo, 6: 60 - 65). 

Regarding claim 55, the method of claim 50 wherein deselecting comprises setting the at 
least one other software implementation for uninstall (Delo, 26: 35 - 37). 

Regarding claim 56, the method of claim 50 further comprising uninstalling the at least 
one other software implementation (Delo, 26: 35 - 37). 

Regarding claim 57, the method of claim 50 wherein deselecting comprises removing the 
at least one other software implementation from the set of software implementations to deploy 
(Mishra, FIG. 5b, 524). 

Regarding claim 58, the method of claim 50 wherein the precedence information 
indicative of precedence relationships between software implementations is maintained in a class 
store of the network (Delol, 5: 55-65, see priority). 

Regarding claim 59, the method of claim 50 wherein the class store is associated with a 
group policy object provided for the client (Delo, FIG. 2, 70). 
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Regarding claim 60, the method of claim 50 wherein the precedence information, 
indicative of precedence relationships between software implementations is maintained in 
property values of software implementations (Delol, 5: 55 -65, also incorportated by reference 
is 09/134, 805). 

Regarding claim 61, the method of claim 50 wherein the precedence information 
indicative of precedence relationships between software implementations includes a property 
value indicative of whether to replace or overlay another software implementation (Misra, FIG. 
5b, 532). 

Regarding claim 62, the method of claim 50 wherein the client is a user, and wherein 
selecting a software implementation as a selected software implementation automatically occurs 
as part of a user logon (Delo, 8: 44). 

Regarding claim 63, the method of claim 50 wherein the client is a user, and wherein 
selecting a software implementation as a selected software implementation occurs in response to 
a user request (Delo, 6: 60 - 67). 

Regarding claim 64, the method of claim 50 wherein the client is a machine, and wherein 
selecting a software implementation as a selected software implementation automatically occurs 
when the machine connects to the network (Delo, 6: 60 - 67). 

Regarding claim 65, the computer-readable medium version of claim 50, see rationale as 
previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 66, the method version of claim 50, see rationale as previously 
discussed above. 

Regarding claim 67, the method of claim 66 wherein determining for at least one 
software implementation in the request to apply another software implementation to the client 
comprises setting the another software implementation for install when the another software 
implementation has precedence over the at least one software implementation (see Misra, 19: 1 — 
5). 

Regarding claim 68, the method of claim 67 further comprising installing the another 
software implementation (Delo, FIG. 14, 1406). 

Regarding claim 69, the method of claim 68 wherein the installation is mandatory (Delo, 
FIG. 14, 1406). 
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Regarding claim 70, the method of claim 68 wherein the client is a user, and wherein 
installing the another software implementation is optional for that user (Delo, 6: 65 - 67). 

Regarding claim 71, the method of claim 66 wherein determining for at least one 
software implementation in the request to apply another software implementation to the client 
comprises removing the at least one software implementation from a list of software 
implementations to install when the another software implementation has precedence over the at 
least one software implementation (see Misra, 19: 1-5, which is incorporated by reference in 
Delo in 6: 50 - 55, also see MPEP, 2131.01). 

Regarding claim 72, the method of claim 71 further comprising installing the another 
software implementation, wherein installing the another software implementation overlays the at 
least one software implementation (Misra, FIG. 5b, 532). 

Regarding claim 73, the method of claim 66 wherein determining for at least one 
software implementation in the request to apply another software implementation to the client 
comprises setting the at least one software implementation for uninstall when the another 
software implementation has precedence over the at least one software implementation (Misra, 
FIG. 5b, 524). 

Regarding claim 74, the method of claim 73 further comprising uninstalling the at least 
one software implementation and installing the another software implementation (Delo, FIG. 14, 
1406). 

Regarding claim 75, the method of claim 66 further comprising specifying the 
precedence relationships for the groups of clients (Delo, 5: 55 - 65). 

Regarding claim 76, the method of claim 75 wherein specifying the precedence 
relationships for the groups of clients comprises specifying a pilot group of clients that is small 
relative to a total number of clients of the network (Delo, 5:55- 65). 

Regarding claim 77, the method of claim 76 wherein specifying the precedence 
relationships for the groups of clients comprises specifying a rollout group of clients that is 
relatively larger than the pilot group and smaller than the total number of clients of the network 
(Delo, 5: 55-65). 
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Regarding claim 78, the computer-readable medium version of claim 66, see rationale as 
previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 79, the computer implemented method version of claim 66, see rationale 
as previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 80, the method of claim 79 wherein the first software implementation is 
deployed to the client by installing the first software implementation on a computer system 
associated with the client (Delo, 5:55- 65). 

Regarding claim 81, the method of claim 79 wherein the first software implementation is 
deployed to the client by including the software implementation in a list of software 
implementations to install on a computer system associated with the client (Delo, FIG. 2, 70). 

Regarding claim 82, The method of claim 79 wherein the first software implementation is 
deployed to the client by advertising the selected software implementation as available to the 
user for execution on a computer system prior to actual installation of the software 
implementation on the computer system (Delo, 6:55- 65). 

Regarding claim 83, the method of claim 79 further comprising uninstalling the second 
software implementation (Misra, FIG. 5b, 524). 

Regarding claim 84, the method of claim 79 further comprising installing the first 
software implementation and uninstalling the second software implementation (Misra, FIG. 5b, 
524). 

Regarding claim 85, the method of claim 79 further comprising overlaying the second 
software implementation while installing the first software implementation (Misra, FIG. 5b, 
532). 

Regarding claim 86, the method of claim 79 wherein the first data, second data and 
precedence information is accessed in response to a user logon (Delo, et seq.). 

Regarding claim 87, the method of claim 79 wherein the first data, second data and 
precedence information is accessed in response to a user request (Delo, 6: 55 - 65). 

Regarding claim 88, the method of claim 79 wherein the first data, second data and 
precedence information is accessed in response to a machine connecting to a network (Delo, 8: 
44 - 46, see logon). 
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Regarding claim 89, the method of claim 79 further comprising specifying the 
precedence Information for a group of clients (Delo, 5:55 - 65). 

Regarding claim 90^ the method of claim 89 wherein specifying the precedence 
information comprises selecting as the group of clients a pilot group that is small relative to a 
total number of clients of a network (Delo, 5: 55 - 65). 

Regarding claim 91, the method of claim 90 wherein specifying the precedence 
information comprises selecting as the group of clients a rollout group of clients that is relatively 
larger than the pilot group and relatively smaller than the total number of clients of the network 
(Delo, 5: 55 -65). 

Regarding claim 92, the computer-readable medium version of claim 79, see rationale as 
previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 93, the computer implemented method version of claim 79, see rationale 
as previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 94, the method of claim 93 further comprising advertising the selected 
software implementation as available to the user for execution on the client prior to actual 
installation of the software implementation on the client (Delo, 6: 60 65). 

Regarding claim 95,the method of claim 93 further comprising installing the selected 
software implementation on the client (Delo, FIG. 8, 804). 

Regarding claim 96, the method of claim 93 further comprising uninstalling the other 
software implementation from the client (Misra, FIG. 5b, 524). 

Regarding claim 97, the computer implemented method version of claim 50, see rationale 
as previously discussed above. 

Regarding claim 98, the computer implemented method version of claim 79, see rationale 
as previously discussed above. 



Conclusion 
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5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. USPN 6,141,686 Jackowski et al. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chuck Kendall whose telephone number is 703-3086608. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 10:00 am - 6:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Dam can be reached on 703-3054552. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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